Almost forty years later a young student, Fiona Reynolds, read The Making of the English Landscape, and was hooked. She became the Director General of the National Trust, and when she appeared as a castaway on "Desert Island Discs", she chose The Making as the book that she would take with her. (4) We take landscape history for granted, but we should appreciate the impact that the The Making of the English Landscape had in the 1950s. Hoskins was devising a new way of looking at the past, and was telling his readers that history was everywhere: the familiar world around us -roads, hedges, trees -had an historical significance. He opened the eyes of many people, and wrote very well for a wide The idea for "The rebuilding of rural England" developed around 1948. In a letter to Hope Bagenal of that year he said :
"One notices very much, for example, the remarkable rebuilding all over England in the closing years of the sixteenth century, reaching a temporary climax in the years 1620-40, and that can be very well related to the economic and social history of the time" (10) Hope Bagenal had written about vernacular buildings in Yorkshire in 1938, and he visited Devon with Hoskins to look at old houses. Neither he nor Hoskins had much to do with the Vernacular Architecture Group, which was formed in 1952.
Hoskins was too much of an individual to join groups, but he encouraged the study of vernacular architecture at Leicester, and the Department of English Local History was almost unique among university history departments in employing a lecturer in the subject.
The initial "rebuilding" idea took some time to develop, but he eventually wrote it up as an article for the new journal Past and Present, founded by members of the Communist Party Historians" Group.(11) A non-Marxist historian like Hoskins saw an opportunity in the new journal to publish an interdisciplinary and rather speculative article on a subject outside the mainstream of historical enquiry. Perhaps the radical Hoskins was intrigued by the young firebrands and their innovative journal. The founders of Past and Present were pleased to be offered a piece which used an unusual type of evidence, and focused on the lives of ordinary people. They would also have been anxious to demonstrate that they published articles by historians who were not Marxists. Hoskins distanced himself from them by criticising in an unnecessary aside those who assumed that relations between lords and tenants were usually antagonistic.
The article was called "The rebuilding of rural England, 1570-1640", but he used the phrase "Great Rebuilding" throughout, and one wonders if that was the original title. Certainly that is the phrase that has lodged in the minds of readers. He He interpreted the wave of housing improvement as a reflection of the wealth gained by husbandmen and yeomen who were paying fixed rents for their land while the prices of grain and other agricultural products were rising. The better-off villagers were imitating the gentry in their desire for greater comfort and privacy.
Some of the building activity was needed to house a growing population, and that growth was helped because infants had a better chance of survival in two-storey, wellconstructed houses.
Hoskins therefore connected the history of housing with tendencies in agricultural, social, economic and demographic history. The article was imaginative and convincing, and deserved to be well-known and much quoted. It must be said, however, that modern journal editors and the referees who advise them, if they were presented with such an article today, would be dissatisfied by the article"s reliance on anecdotal rather than statistical evidence. It was also not as sensitive as we might expect to regional difference -he knew about different styles of building, but he was anxious to show that the rebuilding could be observed throughout the country. Hoskins explained developments in the landscape mainly in economic terms. The countryside was changed by new techniques and by rising and falling wealth. He applied the same interpretation to buildings. He saw farms as centres of agriculture production, which were originally located in villages when they worked the open fields, and were then sometimes moved in the eighteenth century to new sites when the land was enclosed. New and better houses reflected growing prosperity, as in the case of the late sixteenth-century yeomen. Country houses of the eighteenth century and their landscape parks were symptoms of high levels of consumption, and even "conspicuous waste". The process of building, which stimulated demand for timber and stone, also had implications for the landscape as trees were felled and quarries opened.
NEW TRENDS IN LANDSCAPE HISTORY
Hoskins wrote about the history of the landscape, but "Landscape History" as a distinct subject took some time to develop. It gathered momentum during the 1970s, and one of the landmarks was the inaugural conference for the Society for Landscape Studies, which was held in the spring of 1979, in Leeds. The papers on that occasion lay within the Hoskins framework, covering such subjects as boundaries, territories, woodland and settlement. There was an emphasis on multidisciplinary methods, with scholars combining historical documents, field archaeology and place names.
Buildings were not much discussed. (13) The most recent large conference on landscape history was held at Leicester in
2005, to mark the fiftieth anniversary of the publication of The Making of the English
Landscape. It showed a number of changes in the subject. Archaeologists took an especially prominent role. The speakers, almost without exception, found an opportunity to recall Hoskins"s work and to praise him. His memorable phrases were constantly quoted, like his aphorism that landscape was "the richest historical record". But when they expounded their own work, it became apparent that to modern researchers the landscape has become an independent source of information about the past in a way that went beyond any use of it by Hoskins. It is not merely a physical demonstration of developments found primarily in documents. (14) To take the obvious example in which Hoskins has been shown to have been comprehensively mistaken, he believed that the settlement pattern and landscape had to be made from scratch by Anglo-Saxon settlers after 400. Now we take for granted a degree of continuity between prehistoric, Roman and medieval landscapes, and we can recognise not just that the line of some modern roads was surveyed in the first century AD, but that some existing hedges and fences owe their alignment to field systems in use in the Roman and even pre-Roman periods. (15) The conference was also celebrating technical advances which enabled landscapes to be analysed more systematically and comprehensively than anyone could have imagined in 1955. Aerial photography was then already in use, but now the information from aerial survey is being plotted and analysed with ever greater precision over wider areas. Earthwork survey and fieldwalking are being carried out with methodological sophistication and embrace hundreds of hectares. Geographical Information Systems allow us to plot and analyse masses of data. The streets and boundaries of towns and villages are being anatomised thanks to new methods of plan analysis. (16) The dating of building depended in the 1950s on art historical evidence and fallible typologies, but now we have the precision of dendrochronology.
The advance of cultural approaches to landscape was one of the most striking features of the 2005 conference. This was to be expected in the sections dedicated to "spiritual" dimensions of landscape, and "perceptions" of landscape. It was least evident in the papers on rural settlement, but was particularly prominent in the contributions on buildings. The old train of thought, which gave pride of place to the functions of buildings and their role in the economy, is being replaced by an emphasis on perceptions of buildings, the mentality which produced them, and the ideas that they represent.
Castle studies in particular have been revolutionised by this approach. Half a century ago castles were regarded primarily as military structures, and their walls and towers were assessed in relation to their ability to resist attack. Their siting was explained in terms of strategic routes (such as their command of river crossings), and their ability to control the local population. From the 1960s there was more consideration of their function as administrative centres and as residences. Now they are seen as being sited rather sensitively in relation to an existing settlement pattern, rather than being imposed by outsiders.(17) They were not just symbols of status and social segregation, but were surrounded by pleasure grounds, with gardens, water features and parks, and their inhabitants had easy access to forests and chases for hunting expeditions. (18) We should seek to perceive them as they would have been viewed by visitors and observers at the time. It was once believed that a few later ornamental structures, like Bodiam, Herstmonceux and Nunney, could be described as "fairy tale" castles, but now these are not regarded as exceptional. Medieval kings and aristocrats from the earliest days of stone castles expected the buildings and its surroundings to provide a setting for the pursuit of a life style based on courtly love, hospitality and hunting. They modelled their "real lives" on chivalric literature. (19) This approach can also be applied to vernacular buildings. In the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries tenants" houses were removed from parks to improve the view from the windows of a country house, and model villages and model farms were established by estate owners creating an image of improvement. Ideas also influenced the earlier development of buildings and settlements, though no-one stated it in writing at the time. The deliberately regular plans of villages of the twelfth century or earlier may have had a function in reflecting the equal shares of land held by the tenants, and it was convenient to group houses in one place at the centre of the common fields. But the neatness, order and discipline of rows of houses was surely a cultural preference. (20) Churches, once seen as a completely separate category of buildings, are now recognised as integral to the fabric of the settlement, and we appreciate that the naves, towers and porches were largely built and furnished by the efforts of the parishioners. Churches express the ideas of their builders about religion and demonstrate an awareness of theological fashion. They also reflect community solidarity. (21) A final point about cultural approaches leads us to think more rigorously about building materials. It is usually said that vernacular buildings were constructed from the materials that were immediately available. This made economic sense, as transport costs were reduced to a minimum. In consequence houses could be represented by modern commentators as being in harmony with their surroundings.
The reality was more complex, as is shown by peasant houses on the Cotswold hills, which in spite of the abundance of high quality building stone, were only provided with low foundation walls in that material as late as c.1200, and timber-framing remained an important element in the building tradition for another three centuries, before stone walls were generally built as high as the eaves. (22) The timber sometimes had to be transported over a considerable distance. In another region with plenty of stone, north Wales, timber framing persisted into the sixteenth century. It has even been suggested that timber framing was an expression of native Welshness. I propose here that houses should be assessed as part of their landscape in relation to spaces or territories, in expanding order of size : firstly, the plot, toft or messuage in which the houses were built; secondly the settlement ; thirdly, the parish, township or manor to which the settlement belongs; and finally the pays or region.
Plots: tofts, closes, curtilages and messuages.
Documents (manorial records and deeds) relating to rural settlements use the word messuage, which encompasses both the plot of land, and the structures occupying it, not just the house but also a barn, housing for animals, often a building for preparing food and drink (a kitchen, bakehouse or brewhouse), a workshop, a yard, garden, fowl pen, setting for beehives and other features, which would vary with the locality and the status and occupations of the inhabitants. Part of the space might have been sublet, or a room or cottage temporarily occupied by a relative or retired tenant. The term messuage was also used in towns, though burgage is also found. Urban plots could be filled with structures, and even with rows of cottages running back from the street frontage.
The plot and the messuage influenced buildings and rebuildings. The house was hemmed in by other structures, and few tenants or householders could afford to renew the barn and outbuildings at the same time as the house. They therefore tended to reuse the same imprint when they built anew, and the limitations of the site provided a further incentive (in addition to cost) to modify and modernise an existing house. Knowledge of the constraints of space encourages us to think of incremental changes in the foundations, timber frame and room layout, and to put less emphasis on a definable "vernacular threshold".
Houses usually stood in plots with defined boundaries, which were often fixed at an early date, before 1300. In older towns such as Winchester or Lincoln the town plan can be traced back to the ninth or tenth centuries, and in smaller towns the burgage plots can sometimes be dated quite precisely to the year of foundation, which often lay between 1180 and 1280. In villages the dating of plot boundaries is more uncertain, but again in some cases could go back before the Norman Conquest, and were usually fixed before 1300. Once established, lines defining the edges of plots, because they defined property boundaries, tended to survive for a long time.
Plots could be subdivided lengthwise, especially in towns, as the demand for land grew and previously separate plots were amalgamated in both urban and rural settlements, when holdings were in low demand, or when an acquisitive minority swallowed their neighbours" tenements. In town centres plots were most likely to be split, while a tenant would hold a group of plots on the outskirts. The shape of the plots tended to be neatly rectangular in planned towns and villages, while irregularity is most commonly found on the edge of settlements or in areas of dispersed settlement. The size of the plot varied greatly, but East Anglian rural houses might be provided with plots as large as a half-acre, while a quarter of an acre or less is more commonly encountered in midland nucleated villages. (27) The boundaries were commonly defined by ditches and banks, and reinforced by hedges, fences or walls.
The buildings can obviously reflect the constraints of space, so that in a town like Ludlow in the fifteenth, sixteenth and seventeenth centuries three-storey houses are found in the main streets such as King Street and the Bull Ring, while those of two storeys were located in the side streets and outside the walls. Plots and curtilages usually had neighbours, and the whole settlement is relevant to a full appreciation of the houses within it. Our assessment of the building and its inhabitants may be influenced by the knowledge that a house stood in a hamlet, village or town, or indeed if it stood in isolation. Of course this is only one factorwe need to know ideally about occupations, farming methods, wealth, tenures and social structure and a host of other circumstances -but sometimes these are connected with settlement forms.
We have known the distribution of nucleated and dispersed settlements for many decades, but mapping has now been refined and we are becoming used to describing the "village belt" or the area of "midland field systems" as the "central In the woodlands and uplands the changes in landholding and agriculture were not dissimilar, except that it was easier in a territory with a bias towards pastoralism, and greater flexibility in the use of land, to increase the numbers of animals. One notes in both uplands and woodlands a tendency for houses to be sited on the edge of extensive pastures, whether they were moorlands or greens, indicating the importance of that resource to the inhabitants. (38) We should emphasise parishes and vills, rather than the manor.
Householders paid their rent to a manor and attended their lord"s court, but in many territories two or three lords held manors, and even when there was a single lord he could be a remote figure with little active interest in his tenants. The vill or parish decided practical farming matters, provided the focus for interactions between peasants, and attracted local loyalties. Lords had an influence. For example, their courts regulated inheritance and the land market for customary tenants, and they might in the fifteenth century order repairs to houses, and even provide help in the form of timber or rent relief. Lords did not usually set out to build their tenants" houses in major programmes of improvement until the eighteenth century. (39) 4. Regions : pays and hinterlands.
The character of farming regions and pays have been discussed already, and such terms as champion and woodland have been used. These are just types of countryside, and like the "central province" they are based on applying a broad brush which categorises many hundreds of square miles -the central province or champion country included a third of England, and the term "woodland" can be applied to a similarly large area. Pays are more subtly drawn, on a smaller scale, so that within the champion country of south and east Leicestershire for example, one can distinguish the wolds of the east of the county from the Wreake valley, and again from the Soar valley, each with different relief, types of settlement and agrarian economies.
Although some vernacular studies are based on whole counties, which cover a variety of pays (such as Hampshire, Hertfordshire, Shropshire and Somerset), there is a wellestablished tradition of studying the buildings of the "Banbury region", the Vale of White Horse, the Yorkshire Wolds, and recently this has been extended to the different parts of Norfolk. (40) As this regional dimension of vernacular buildings is well known, I will here explore the hinterlands of towns, and focus in particular on the "Bromsgrove house" miles. The dyestuffs, such as woad, and the alum which fixed the colour, were imported from overseas, and the most likely source of supply would have been the merchants in the large towns of Worcester and Coventry. If a dyer of Bromsgrove was working for a clothier, or whether he traded independently, the finished cloths could have been traded through Worcester, where they were carried by cart to London. (42) Even in a small town the horizons and connections of the inhabitants extended a long way, and crossed conventional landscape boundaries.
CONCLUSION
Hoskins gave the history of buildings significance by showing that they informed our general picture of social and economic change, and by placing them in his vision of landscape history. Landscape history has grown, so that it now embraces more dimensions of the past. Historians of buildings, and especially of vernacular buildings, make a contribution to that wider picture, and we can enrich our study of the structures by observing and explaining their landscape settings.
